East Anchorage Study of Transportation
Alternatives Development and Evaluation

Appendix D

Widen What We Have
Model Runs




This run shows a diagonal demand
directly into midtown from Airport Heights
would be a desirable route from an
origin/destination perspective.
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g/ Widening tested less constrained demand

< conditions and shows where travel demand
IS heavier based on destinations and routes

rather than on avoiding congested areas.
This graphic shows heavy traffic
to the midtown area.

Roads Modeled

With This Model Run

New Roadway Links Associated

Existing Roadway Links
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The amount of traffic demand over
capacity that the arterials would experience
suggests that widening with additional
arterial lanes alone will not solve the

traffic congestion. These traffic loads
are too high for arterial roads with at-grade
Intersections

666666666666666

i AMMd 3OVdINOY

5329-5329

ben3160 ===5446=5446°

LIGHTS BLVD

SYLE '6 LLVE

S
S
B806€ 1 ] L¥88E L¥88E [¥88E L¥88E 8v9Py G968€ G968 CSYLE
g f
[\ ayd NOOa 1N
ya

6666666666

66666

‘
4
5
g
N
, 5
[

ﬁw
8 i1
e o
”
058 02>
o s, N
/ o‘wﬂ?’:
4
&
& Pt &
/ S1AS i
022
/bA\AJ -
A2 S
S/
1

dd d3.1Xv4d
)
1S NOSyd311vd

3333333333

<
4

North Fork

() Arterials cannot accommodate
= this amount of demand and

still function.
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Adding arterial lanes to existing roads
alone will not resolve the traffic
problems, suggesting that new
connections and/or adding freeway
lanes (which have considerably
higher capacity) are needed.

O
N

Model Run Statistics
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L evel of Service* i\/ Daily Annual Daily Annual | Average Daily Annual Annual
E \ N VMT VMT VHT VHT Speed = Delay Delay Delay = Delay
—_ \ (miles) (miles) (hours) (hours) (minutes), (minutes) = (hours) | (hours)
. ‘\ BASE 6,779,826 2,474,636,490 197,292 72,011,580 31.6 35,526 12,966,990 592.1 216,116.5
< Project Area \ MODEL
*An A-F ranking system where F is failing | N RUN 6,615,795 2,414,765,175 182,398 66,575,270 32.1 21,785 7,951,525 363.1 132,525.4
- Difference -164,031  -59,871,315 -14,894 -5,436,310 +0.5| -13,741 -5,015,465 -229.0 -83,591.1 -~
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(# represents average daily traffic)
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Technical Findings
at a Glance
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